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REMARKS 

Claims 1-98 and 100-220 are pending. Claims 1-98 and 100-220 stand rejected bv^ the 
OfBce Action. 

The Applicants thank the Examiner for withdrawing the finality of the Office Action TTie 
Applicants also thank the Examiner for withdrawing the rejections of the claims under 35 U S.C. 
102(b). 

Because Claims lO, 5, 7-22, 24, 26-41, 43, 45-60, 62, 64-76, 93-97, 101-117, 119, 121- 
137. 139, 141-158, 160, 162-178, 180, 182-198, 200, 202-218, and 220 are rejected undn 35 
U.S.C. 103(a), the Applicants interpret the rejections in vMch the claims are allet:edly 
unpatentable rather than anticipated. 

Other Amendments 

Regarding claim 1, the Applicants have amended claim to replace "determining" with 
"receiving" **inforaiation" and to replace "mputting" with *'receiving' in order tf. clarify wl at is 
being claimed. The amendment is supported by the specification as originally filed, e.g., Figure 
1 and Paragraphs 26-35. The Applicants have similarly amended claims 20, 39, 58, 93, 1 13, 133, 
153, 174, and 194. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §101 

Claims 1-19, 93-98» and 100-112 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention b directed to statutory subject matter 

The Office Action admits that the rejected claims recite a proce$$ that produces a useful, 
concrete, and tangible result. Moreover, the Applicants have amended the claims to clarify that 
the recited processes are within the technological arts. Regarding claim 1, the yvpplicants lave 
amended the claim to be directed to "A computer-implemented method of evaluating the 
supply base of a supply chain" that includes the steps of "receiving, at a processor a 
computer system, information about said supply chain of a user, the user being supplied \ y at 
least one individual supplier," "receiving input data, at the processor from an input interface 
of the computer system, the input data concerning at least one of multiple suppliers in said 
supply chain," "receiving, at the processor from the input interface from the user, a 
hierarchical identification of a selected hierarchical level within an individuiJ supplier, the 
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individual supplier being one of said at least one of multiple suppliers," "displaying, on a 
display device, for at least one selected hierarchical level, perfoimance indicator ? for said si ipply 
chain, said performance indicators relating to the perfonnance of said at least oae supplier with 
regard to other entities in said supply chain," and '"producing, by the processor, an evaluation 
score for said at least one supplier based on said inputted data." (Emphajds added.) The 
amendment is supported by the specification as originally filed, e.g., Paragraphs 26-35 and 
Figure 1. Claim 1 is thus directed to statutory subject matter because the claim is in accordance 
with the two-prong test of being within the technological arts and producing a useful, coDcrete 
and tangible result. 

Similarly, the Applicants have amended independent claim 93 to be directed tn "A 
computer-implemented method*' that includes the steps of "receiving, at a processor of a 
computer system from an input interface, data concerning at least one of a plurality of suppliers," 
"receiving, at the processor, information about a supply chain of a user, the usej- being sup )lied 
by at least one individual supplier," "receiving, at the processor from the input interface fiori the 
user, a request relating to at least one supplier of said supply chain, the request including a 
hierarchical identification of a selected hierarchical level within an individual supplier the 
individual supplier being one of said at least one supplier," and "generating, by tJie processor for 
at least one selected hierarchical level, at least one performance indicator for said supply c:iain, 
said at least one performance indicator relating to the at least one supplier with respect to at least 
one other supplier." Moreover, claims 2-19, 94-98, and 100-1 12 ultimately depend fi:om cl lims 
1 and 93 and are thus directed to statutory subject matter for at least the abo^ e reasons. The 
Applicants request reconsideration of claims 1-19, 93-98, and 100-1 12. 

ClAim Rejections - 35 U^.C. §103 

Claims 1-3, 5, 7-22, 24, 26-41, 43, 45-60, 62, 64-76, 93-97, 101-117, 119, 121-137, 139, 
141-158, 160, 162-178, 180, 182-198, 200, 202-218, and 220 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable by U.S. 5,765,138 (Aycock) in view of U.S. 5,657,460 (Egan). 

Regarding claim 1, the Apphcants amended the claim to include the features of 
"receiving, at a processor of a computer system, information about said supply chain of a iiser, 
the user being supplied by at least one individual supplier" and "receiving, at the processor 
from the input inter&ce from the user, a hierarchical identification of a selected hierarcldcal 
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level within an individual supplier, the individual supplier being one of said at least o le of 
multiple suppliers." (Emphasis added.) The amendment is supported by the specificati*m as 
originally filed, e.g.. Paragraph 5. The OflBce Action admits (Page 4-5, section 6,); 

Although Aycock et al teaches producing an evaluation score for a supplier and 
accessing the databases of the supplier through an interface to view information 
on performance reports (column 4, lines 206), the reference does not explicitly 
teach determining a supply chain, inputting a hierarchical identification of a 
selected hierarchical level within an individual supplier, the individual supplier 
being one of the at least one multiple suppliers and displaying for at least one 
hierarchic^ level, the performance indicators. 

The Office Action alleges that (Page 5, section 6.): 

Egan et al teaches [a] xising an interface to access and track sales, rev<;nue and 
profit information for a supplier by indicating a region of a supplier to view the 
information. The user can develop a hierarchical set of displays for sales so an 
end user can view successively smaller sales regions in the si^ly chain (column 
15, lines 19-40), 

Egan does disclose (Column 15, lines 19-40, Emphasis added,): 

For example, a manufacturer may use an application program d(;veloped 
using the invention to track sales throughout the USA. The manufactiirer needs 
to track revenue and profits throughout the country. The application may 
display a bitmapped image of the USA (not shown), with the coimtry derided into 
regions (e.g., Northeast, South, Central, and West). Hie invention may b<: used to 
quickly establish the "health" of sales revenues in each sales region. Unlike the 
tires 142a-142j in exemplary graphic 140 (FIG. 1), a graphic depicting the^ USA is 
not formed of simple rectangles. The invention may be used to color any region 
having a closed border, including arbitrary polygons having an arbitrary number 
of sides and angles. The only requirement is that the graphic be a bitmap. 

A toolkit according to the invention makes it particularly simple to 
develop a hierarchial set of displays for sales, so that an end user can view 
successively smaller sales regions. Each region is associated with a graphic. 
When the user indicates that he or she wishes to see one of the region^ broken 
down into a plurality of smaller regions (e.g., by double clicking on the region), 
the graphic associated with that region is displayed. Each graphic has its own 
QLG file structure. 

Egan merely discloses tracking sales, by an end user (who is a supplier), to customers in a sales 
region. However, Egan does not disclose anything about a user (who is supplied by a sui^Iier) 
obtaining information about a supply chain. Egan does not even suggest iie features of 
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'"receiving, at a processor of a computer system, infoniiation about said supply chain of a user, 
the user being supplied by at least one individual supplier" and **i«ceiving, at thr processor from 
the input interface from the user, a hierarchical identification of a selected hierarchical level 
within an individual supplier, the individual supplier being one of said at least one of mt] Itiple 
suppliers.*' 

The Applicants similarly amended independent claim 20 to include the featui^^s of 
"receiving information about said supply chain of a user, the user being supplied by at lease one 
individual supplier" and "receiving, from the user, a hierarchi(^ idenllficaticn of a sel- :cted 
hierarchical level within an individual supplier, the individual supplier being omj of said at least 
one of multiple suppliers/' Also, the Applicants amended independent claim 39 to include the 
features of "a module/component receiving information about said supply chain of a usei, the 
user being supplied by at least one individual supplier" and "a module/component recei ^ing, 
from the user, a hierarchical identification of a selected hierarchical level witlun an indiv dual 
suppher, the individual supplier being one of said at least one of multiple suppliers." The 
Applicants similarly amended independent claim 58 to include the features of "a databa-^ e of 
information concerning at least one of multiple suppliers in said siq}ply chain of a user, the user 
being siq)plied by at least one individual supplier" and "an input interface that receives, from the 
user, a hierarchical identification of a selected hierarchical level within an individual sup]Jier, 
the individual supplier being one of said at least one of multiple suppliers." Also, the AppHt ants 
similarly amended independent claim 93 to include the features of "receiving, at the processor, 
information about a supply chain of a user, the user being supplied by at least one individual 
supplier" and '^receiving, at the processor from the input interface from the user, a recuest 
relating to at least one supplier of said supply chain, the request including a hierarclucal 
identification of a selected hierarchical level within an individual supplier, the individual 
supplier being one of said at least one supplier." The Applicants also amended indepenient 
claim 113 to include the features of "receiving information about a supply chain of a user the 
user being supplied by at least one individual supplier" and ^'receiving, from the user, a request 
relating to at least one supplier of said supply chain, the request including a hierarcliical 
identification of a selected hierarchical level within an individual supplier, the indivi dual 
supplier being one of said at least one supplier," The Applicants similarly amended indepen.lent 
claim 133 to include the features of "a module/component receiving information about iaid 
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supply chain of a user, the user being supplied by at least one individual supplier'^ aiid "'a 
module/component receiving, firom the user, a request relating to at least one supplier of said 
supply chain, the request including a hierarchical identification of a selected hierarchical level 
within an individual supplier, the individual supplier being one of said at lea!.t one supp lier." 
The Applicants also amended independent claim 153 to include the features ol "logging into a 
system that contains data concerning suppliers of a supply chain of a user, the user leing 
supplied by at least one individual supplier" and ^'receiving) fi^m the usei, a hieranhical 
identification of a selected hierarchical level within an individual supplier the individual 
supplier being one of the suppliers.^^ Also, independent claim 174, as amended, includes the 
features of Hogging into a system that contains data concerning suppliers of a supply chain of a 
user, the user being supplied by at least individual supplier" and "receiving, Jrom the u>er, a 
hierarchical identification of a selected hierarchical level within an individual suppliei , the 
individual supplier being one of the suppliers." The Applicants similarly amended independent 
claim 194 to include the features of '^a module/component logging into a system that coi. tains 
data concerning suppliers of said supply chain of a user, the user being supplied by at least one 
individual supplier" and module/component receiving, from the user, a hierarchical 
identification of a selected hierarchical level within an individual supplier, the indi\(dual 
supplier being one of the siq>pliers," 

Claims 2-3, 5. 7-19, 21-22, 24, 26-38, 40-41, 43, 45-57, 59-60, 62, 64-76, 94-97, 101- 
112. 114-117, 119, 121-132, 134-137, 139, 141-152, 154-158, 160, 162-173. 17.S-178. 180, 182- 
193, 195-198, 200, 202-218, and 220 ultimately depend from the above-mentiojicd independent 
claims and are thus patentable for at least the above reasons. The Applicants r&iuest 
reconsideration of claims 1-3, 5, 7-22, 24, 26-41, 43, 45-60, 62, 64-76, 93-97, 101-117, 119, 
121-137, 139, 141-158, 160, 162-178, 180, 182-198,200, 202-218, and 220. 

Claims 77-92 are rejected under U*S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Aycock 
and Egan in view of reference "An Exploratory Study of the Perceived Benefiis of 
Electronic Bnlletin Use and Their Impact on Other Communication ActiviticV (James i. 

Claims 77-92 ultimately depend from claims independent claims 1, 20, 39, and 58, 
Moreover, James does not make up for the deficiencies of Aycock of Egan, and thus claims 77- 
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92 are patentable for at least the above reasons. The Applicants request reoonsiderati*m of 
claims 77-92. 

Claims 4, 6, 23, 25, 42, 44, 6X, 63, 98, 100, 118, 120, 138, 140, 159, 16] , 179, 181. 199, 
and 201, and 219 arc rejected under 35 U,S,C §103(a) being unpatentable over the 
combination of Aycock and Egan in view of the ofTicial note that it is wcD kaown in the art 
of supply chain management that the evaluation of a supplier would take into account pre- 
season and in-season performance. 

Claims 4, 6, 23, 25, 42, 44, 61. 63, 98, 100, 118, 120, 138, 140, 159, 161, 179, 181. 199, 
and 201 ultimately depend from independent claims 1, 20, 39, 58, 93, 113, 13:i, 153, 174, and 
194, Moreover, the Official notice that *it is well known in the state of the art of supply jhain 
management that the evaluation of a supplier would take into account pre-seasc»n and in-$i^ason 
perfonnance^' does not make up for the deficiency of Aycock and Egan, Thus, claims 4, f>, 23, 
25,42, 44,61,63, 98, 100, 118, 120, 138, 140, 159, 161, 179, 181, 199, and 2G1 are patei table 
for at least the above reasons. The Applicants request reconsideration. 

Claim 219 are rejected under 35 U*S*C* §103(a) as being unpatentable over the 

If 

combination of Aycock and Egan in view of the official note that it is well known in the art 
of data manipulation to collect data, evaluate it, and then to plot the results to determine 
any trends. 

Claim 219 depends from independent claim 1. Moreover, the OflBcial Jiotice that 'it is 
well known in the art of data manipulation to collect data, evaluate it, and then to plot the n sults 
to determine any trends" does not make up for the deficiency of Aycock and Egan. Thus, i;laim 
219 is patentable for at least the above reasons. The Applicants request reconsidtnation. 
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All objections and rejections have been addressed. Hence, it is respectfully submitted 
that the present application is in condition for allowance, and a notice to that elfect is earrestly 
solicited. 

Respectfully submitted^ 



Date: August 23, 200S 



Bv: ^^^^y^^ 



Kenneth Smolik 
Registration No. 44,344 

Banner & Wficoff, Ltd. 

10 South Wacker Drive 
Suite 3000 

Chicago, Illinois 60606 
Direct Line: 312-463 -5419 
Facsinule: 312-463-5001 
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